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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the Request For Continued Examination (RCE) filed 
on October 18, 2005, in which claims 1-19, 21-40 and 42-50 are presented for further 
examination. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicants submission filed on October 18, 2005 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 21, 30, 42, 49 and 50 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
claims 21, 30, 42, 49 and 50 are depended on a canceled claim. Appropriate correction is 
required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 1, 2, 14, 15, 19, 21, 27, 28, 33-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holmes US Patent no. 5,864,860 and Claassen et al, (hereinafter "Claassen") 
US Patent no. 6,028,962. 

As to claims 1,19, 32, 40, Holmes discloses a system and method for compressing a data 
sequence having a plurality of records, wherein each record has a plurality of fields with each 
field beings classified to contain data items. In particular, Holmes discloses the claimed 
"classifying at least one item of a current list containing a plurality of items by comparing the 
current list with a reference list containing a plurality of items by comparing the current list with 
a reference list containing a plurality of items" (col. 3, lines 2-10; col.4, lines 21-25; col.4, lines 
37-43); "based upon the classifying of the at least one item of the current list forming a 
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compressed list including said at least one item" (col.4, lines 13-16, lines 44-45, lines 54-56) and 
"transmitting said compressed list" (col.4, lines 56-59). However, Holmes does not explicitly 
determine a type of classification based on said comparing and using the determined type to 
control how the information is communicated. 

On the other hand, Claassen discloses the claimed features "determine a type of classification 
based on said comparing and using the determined type to control how the information is 
communicated" col.3, lines 25-45). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references, 
wherein the method of compressing the data sequence of Holmes would incorporate the use of 
determine a type of classification based on said comparing and using the determined type to 
control how the information is communicated, in the same conventional manner as Claassen. 
One having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have found it 
motivate to use the determined type of classification for the purpose of efficiently improving 
effect on the compression, thereby enabling a reduction in the amount of data to be transferred 

As to claims 2-4, 14-18, 21-24, 30, 31, 33-39 and 42-50, Holmes and Claassen disclose the 
substantially the invention as claimed. In addition, Homes discloses the claimed "wherein said 
compressed list includes information regarding a difference between a current item list and a 
reference item list" (col.3, lines 7-10; col.4, lines 37-50). 
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7. Claims 5-13 and 25-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holmes US Patent no. 5,864,860 and Claassen et al., (hereinafter "Claassen") US Patent no. 
6,028,962 as applied to claims 1-4, 14-19, 21-24, 30-40 and 42-49 above, and further in view of 
Svanbro et al (hereinafter Svanbro") US Patent no. 6,535,925. 

As to claim 25, Holmes and Svanbro disclose substantially the invention as claimed. However, 
Holmes does not explicitly disclose the use of encoding the information regarding said difference 
prior to sending said information from said first entity to said second entity. On the other hand, 
Svanbro discloses the claimed feature "encoding the information regarding said difference prior 
to sending said information from said first entity to said second entity" (col. 5, line 15-col.8, line 
63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art combine the 
teachings of cited references, wherein the database server, provided therein (see Holmes' fig.l) 
would incorporate the use of a robust and efficient compression of list of items, in the same 
conventional manner as discloses by Svanbro. One having ordinary skill in the art would have 
found it obvious to utilize such a combination for the purpose of efficiently improving effect on 
the compression, thereby enabling a reduction in the amount of data to be transferred. 

As to claims 5 and 26, Holmes and Svanbro disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 
However, Holmes does not explicitly disclose the claimed wherein encoding the information 
comprises encoding information regarding a position of a newly added item to said reference 
item list. On the other hand, Svanbro discloses the claimed feature "wherein encoding the 
information comprises encoding information regarding a position of a newly added item to said 
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reference item list" (col. 5, line 15-col.8); and "encoding information regarding which item in 
said reference item list is not in said current item list" (col.5, line 15-col.8, line 63). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art combine the teachings of cited 
references, wherein the database server, provided therein (see Holmes' fig.l) would incorporate 
the use of a robust and efficient compression of list of items, in the same conventional manner as 
discloses by Svanbro. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to utilize 
such a combination for the purpose of efficiently improving effect on the compression, thereby 
enabling a reduction in the amount of data to be transferred. 

As to claims 6 and 27, Holmes and Svanbro disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 
However, Holmes does not explicitly disclose the claimed wherein encoding the information 
comprises encoding information regarding which item in said reference item list is not in said 
current item list. On the other hand, Svanbro discloses the claimed feature "wherein encoding the 
information comprises encoding information regarding which item in said reference item list is 
not in said current item list"(col.5, line 15-coL8, line 63). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art combine the teachings of cited references, wherein the 
database server, provided therein (see Holmes' fig. 1) would incorporate the use of a robust and 
efficient compression of list of items, in the same conventional manner as discloses by Svanbro. 
One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to utilize such a combination 
because that would provide Holmes' system the enhanced capability of efficiently compressing a 
header of a real-time communication packet. 
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As to claims 7-1 1 and 28 5 Holmes and Svanbro disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 
However, Holmes does not explicitly disclose the claimed wherein encoding the information 
comprises encoding information regarding content of at least one item in said reference item list. 
On the other hand, Svanbro discloses the claimed feature "wherein encoding the information 
comprises encoding information regarding content of at least one item in said reference item 
list"(col.5, line 15-col.8, line 63). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art combine the teachings of cited references, wherein the database server, provided 
therein (see Holmes's fig. 1) would incorporate the use of a robust and efficient compression of 
list of items, in the same conventional manner as discloses by Svanbro. One having ordinary skill 
in the art would have found it obvious to utilize such a combination for the purpose of efficiently 
improving effect on the compression, thereby enabling a reduction in the amount of data to be 
transferred 

As to claim 29, Holmes and Svanbro disclose substantially the invention as claimed. However, 
Holmes does not explicitly disclose the claimed wherein said information further comprises a 
type of encoding. On the other hand, Svanbro discloses the claimed feature "wherein said 
information further comprises a type of encoding" (coL5, lines 15-col.6, line 65). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art combine the teachings of cited 
references, wherein the database server, provided therein (see Holmes's fig.l) would incorporate 
the use of a robust and efficient compression of list of items, in the same conventional manner as 
discloses by Svanbro. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to utilize 
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such a combination for the purpose of efficiently improving effect on the compression, thereby 
enabling a reduction in the amount of data to be transferred. 

Conclusion 



examiner should be directed to Jean M. Corrielus whose telephone number is (571) 272-4032. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 10 hours shift. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2J^=9197 (toll-free). 



8. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 




January 20, 2006 



